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30 The Bonus Decision
"The comment of Governor Miller
dle‘the bonus decision is brief and to

“The question has been determined
..‘y the court, and thers is nothing I
“vean say.”

““What the Court of Appesls says

{8 that the constitution is the consti-
tution. In the opinion of a large
fumber of respectable citizens

* Wednesday’s decision may be wrong.
But it stands until the court reverses

itself, which is inconceivable, or un-
til the constitution is changed by |
&mendment. I
‘Dismissing as negligible the possi-
bility of a reversal, an amendment
of the constitution and subsequent
bonus legislation are not obtainabla
fm' more than three years. The legis-
htures of 1922 and 1923 must act,
with the referendum on the amend-
ment taken in the fall of 1923. Then,
if the result is in the affirmative, the
legxslature of 1924 may provide for
g bond issue, but this act must also
go, it would seem, to the people for
approval before it becomes binding.
* The pro-bonus majority of last
N.'dvembu reached the impressive
total of 800,000. Doubtless if early
resubmission could be secured a
similar popular verdict would be re-
turned. Butf, naturally, in three
years new factors will be introduced.
Suppose, for example, that Congress
has established a national bonus sys-
tem. What would the electorate of
New York then do?
" Many other considerations may
 have great influence on individual
ents three years from now. So
Tihs scarcely wise to commit one's
gelf at this time to jam through an
amendment and a bonus to spite the
Court of Appeals.
*“Poubtless politicians whose bad
advice led to the disregard of warn-
ings that the bonus act wouid be held
monaﬂtutional will continue to ex-
the bonus issue. But will they
. bé'listened to a second time? It is
miogt unlikely. The bonus question
eannot be up for determining action
for three years; in the mean time
many things not now foreseeable
i:.ay happen.
.. Good News From Mexico
* The news that the Supreme Court
of Mexico has declaved that Article
IXVII of the Mexican Constitution
{l!_li not be applied retroactively is
‘encouraging. This removes one of
the principal causes for disagree-
ment between the United States and
exico.
~ * Unfortunately, the text of the de-
© gision of the Mexican court is not yet
svailable. Some dispatches state
that Article XXVII has been de-
clared unconstitutional and others
merely say that its terme are not to
h’ applied retroactively. Had the
;roactwe application been accepted
it ‘virtually would have given the

‘Méxican government full powers of |.

~ gonfiscation of American property
gcguired in good faith in the past.
. Phat such an interpretation has been
. dénied, therefore, is gratifying. It
- meets ‘the main objection of Secre-|
‘#ury Hughes. “The fundamental |
guestion which confronts the gov-
srpment of the United States,” said
ghe Secretary on June 7, “is the safe-
guarding of property rights against
copfiscation. Mexico is free to adopt
&ny policy which she pleases with re-
#pect to her public lands, but she is
mot free to destroy, without compen-
gation, valid titles which have been
* obtsined by American citizens under
. Mexican laws.” Sofar, so good. The
decision of the Supreme Court, it
‘would seem, removes the danger of
; ﬁil bmng done in cases of titles ac-
d in the past.” But does it safe-
the future?
Pmsldent Obregon has frequently
: mnssad his desire for the cotipera-
lon of foreign capital. He has pro-
gllihud that everything possible
would be done to help foreign in-
Wa. He has welcomead chambers
- of commerce and trade missions
ym the United States. Words
jave not been spared in making it

iy that Mexico hailed foreign cap-
@as 8 prime requizite for the sal-
of the republic. B
lnt Mexico's interests will best be |

‘by :(rulr.ly facing ‘the fact |
< foreign capital ‘will come tof
rico only when its safety is thor- |
assurved. There is every in-|

that President Obregon ui

h!l h‘nmim ATe bou:s backed

operation of foreign capital which
he desires can be achieved it {s not
only necessary that the past ghall be
get straight, but that there ghall be
adequate provision mgainst a repe-
tition of the unfortunate mistakes of
the Carranzistas. Has the present
decision of the Supreme Court gone
far enough? Mexico has everything
 to gain by conforming fully and com-
pletely to the established practices of
civilized nations, :

Surely President Obregon is
enough of a statesman to realize
that incomplete measures are un-
satisfactory.

The F-ro Raiser

The announcement that a receiver
for the Interborough Rapid Transit
ithtae | Company had been applied for was
blighting news for thousands of New
York househoids.

A receivership, it was fareseen,
probably meant & cancellation of the
lesse of the Manhattan elevated |
lines, and with them operated sepa-
rately they seemingly have & right
to collect 10-cent fares. A receiver-
ship also threatens, as Brooklyn has
iearned to her sorrow, the divorce-
nient of many side lines, with many

thousands required to pay double or | this woman and this man, whose  f¢ll to picces when the German right

triple fares.

The city. administration beasts | Brandon, and try to satisfy himself | then swerved away from the capital

that it has maintained the fivetent
fare. It hasn't. The public now
pays approximately for every pas-
senger carried by the subway. Five

cents comes from the passenger and |

fwo cents from the city's treasury,
making a total actual payment of
seven cents. The city’s budget is an-
nually $10,000,000 larger because
out of taxation must be met the in-
terest on the sums the city has in-
vested. As to those now compelled
to use two companies, ask them
whether the fare is five cents.
Under the Gaynor and Mitchel ad-
ministrations a traffic system was
created thal gave practically every
citizen a chance to go to and from
his business for a nickel, This was
the essence of the big conception of
George R. MeAneny. Since then the
system has boen dismembered, The
great body of travelers, either as
passengers or taxpayers, pays seven
cents, while others pay 10 cents, 15
and in some cases 20 cents. Who
broke down the inteprated system
put together by years of intelligent
labor? Who is responsible for the
wrecking which has occurred? It is
not necessary to mention the name.

The Shadow Still There

In The Tribune’s judgment the
statement of New Jersey's Governor
ag to the trial, conviction and\execu-
tion of John Lamble, alias George H.
Brandon, will not satisfy the public
conscience. It fails to satisfy our
conseience. It does not remove the
shadow which it is so generally felt
has been cast upon justice by this
case. It does not answer the allega-
tions of the Citizens’ Union of New
Jersey as The Tribune had hoped the
Governor would answer them.

We reprint from our editorial of
August 30 “A Shadow on Justice,”
the essential part of the open letter
addressed by the union to the Gov-
ernor:

““He (Brandon) was convicted on the
flimaiest evidence. His original lawyer
has already been disbarred for improp-
erly trying the case. The efforts of

! Mr. Goldenhorn, who succeeded him, to
put his evidence before the courts have
been frustrated by the extrnerdinary
New Jersey statute prohibiting the
submission of evidence, no matter how
vital, unless it is presented within six
months after conviction. i

“Under the peculisr technicalities of
the New Jersey atatutes and under the
power vested in you as its Chief Exe-
cutive, you alone possessed the power
to atay this horrible procedure. You
failed to do =0. You, by your acts, or
your failure to act, in thiz particular
case, have left an indelible stain zpon
the reputation of the State of New
Jersey.”

In effect Governor Edwards broad-

ly retorts that, with all of the evi-

dence in the case before him, includ-
ing the alleped new evidence cor-
roborative of Brandon's alibi, ke was

convinced that the man was guilty of [

the murder of Arthur Kupfer and
Edith Janney, and go he let him go|
to his death.

For the first time, however, it is|
brought to our knowledge that the|
Governor did receive and pass upon |

the evidence which the defendant’s|

attorney put forward at the last mo-
ment in substantiation of the claim
that Brandon was in New York and |
not in New Jersey at the time of the |
murder. Whoever has been respon-
sible for the impression in the press |
and public mind that the Governor |
had not seen that evidence did him a
grievous wrong. Jugtice demands
that those who champion her cause
must themselves be just.

The law of the land entitled Bran- |

don to properly defend himself. It|
was the duty of the trial court to
see that he was accorded that right.
By the Gavernor's statement,
would appear that the man was in-
adequately defended.

With that admission as a predi-
cate the Governor reviews the evi-
dence. He nccepts without reserva-
tion the case as put forward by the
State—the moonlight identification,
the statements of Perchand, Bran-
don's fellow convict and accuser, who
was fighting to save his own neck,
the photographs of Brandon's finger

ng ‘in the right direction.|prints on what was alleged to have |

been the rear door of Arthur Kup-

it |

that, just as the jury which found
Brandon guilty believed it.

Then he takes up the alleged new
evidenca developed Ly the attorney

mit as Brandon’s counsel,
fuses to beliove the affidavit of al
man named. Meyer or Mevers that
on the night of the murder Brandon
was at work with him in a garage in
New York, Among the reasons he
gives for refusing to accept it is
that there was no proof gubmitted
in support of Meyer's or Meyers's
statement, such as the pay roll of
the garage with a list of ils em-
ployees' names. Did the Governor
take steps to satisfy himself that
this proof could not be produced? He
does not say so.

Again, the Governor refuses to be-
lieve the afiidavit of one Dorothy
| Brocell, who, like the man Meyer or
|Meyers, places Brandon on this side
of the river on the night and at the
hour of the murder. She swore that
.sht. lived in the Brooklyn house
-“helc Brandon ‘and his wife had
quarters in the month of August,
1918, and that she opened the door
that night and let him in.

Did Governor Edwards send for

{ evidence supported that of Mrs,

of the truth or falseness of their
[ statements?
New Jersey’s Chief Magii trate de-

clares that so far as he is concerned |

the Brandon case is closed. But that
cannot be so long as the questions
here submitted go unanswered and
the'allegations of the Citizens Union
stand unrebuked or unrefuted. The
public mind is disquieted, It wishes
with The Tribune to feel that jus-
tice was done by Brandon, eriminal
and convict though he may have
‘been,

Let Governor Edwards speak out.
Let him satisfy the public mind that
Meyer and Dorothy Brodell swore
falgely. Let him dispel the impres-
sion of growing doubt ag to the fair-
ness of Brandon's trial. Let him
gtill in the public conscience, if it is
in his power, tha last and disturbing
cry of Brandon, “I am innocent!’

New Rent Law Rulmgs

The new vent rules laid down by
three justices of the Supreme Court
in the Second Department are in the
main fair. On one important point,
however, they clash with what has
been the general practice of the mu-
nicipal courts and what hag been ac-
cepted as a sound principle in a mul-
titude of rent adjustments.

Ten per cent net refurn is a rea-
sonable margin for the owner. But
the Brooklyn judges advise the mu-
nicipal courts that this 10 per cent
return should be a yeturn on the
whole value of the property, regard-
less of the owner’s equity in it.
Heretofore 10 per cent has been ul-
lowed on the equity, If 10 per cent
accrues on the entirve value, an owner
paying 6 per cent on his mortgages
would actually realize much more
than 10 per cent on his investment.
This ruling would encourage the
“shoestring” operators who have
been the worst offenders in the way
of rent profiteering.

On another point the directions
are not specific enough.. The jus-
tices say: “Determine the present
fair market value of the premises.
This may be done by offering opin-

value or by introducing other com-
petent evidence.!! Purchase price
and tax assessment figures have been
the ordinary bases of waluation,
How iz market value to be deter-
mined?
sible to get out of new tenants, un-
protected by the present laws, is to
be taken as a measure of market
value, an inflated figura may be
reached which has little relation to
purchase price or assessment. This,
as an Appellate Division deeision ra-
cently held, would be a wvirtual an-
nulment of the emergency rent leg-
islation. It would allow a hold-aver
tenant's rent to be approximated to
that of newcomers in the same house
or block. The Legislature puts a
premium on possession, in the public
interest. A wrong interpretation of |
the market value rule would ob-|
Ivmuslv circumvent the purpose of
{ the rent laws, start a new ecycle of |
drsposaesswnw and create a demand
for still more stringent restrictions.

i Hanging Johnny

Oh, they call him Hanging Johnhy! |
| So hang, boys, hang!

So run the lines of the old '-,ea

chantoy “Hanging Johnny.” They are |
' evoked by poor John Hylan's atti- |

{tude in his Markets Department
| seandal. Singe the Mayor informed

Elon R. Brown, counsel in chief of |
]tha legislative investigating commit- |

| tee, that he would not remove Com-
i missioner Edwin J. 0'Malley from
[ office many thmgs have happened,
For instance, O'Malley, who only a
| week since was clamoring that he
was being treated unfairly, was
given his duy in court orly to flee
from it when put to the test of an-
swering certain embarrassing ques-
tions having to do in his own par-
ticular case with the acseéptance of
$1,500 in a rather weird real estato!
transaction. Again, the minutes of
the committes following O’ Malley's

vice of counsel have been forwarded |
to the public prosecutor.

In refusing to accede to Senator
Brown's request for 0’ Md.lley 8 sepa-

}

whao suecesded the disbarred MeDer-,
He re-l

ion evidence as to both fee and rental |

If the rent which it is pos- |

quitting of the witness stand by ad- |

John demanded to know if it was in-
tended to “hang’ O’Malley first and
try him aftertvard., And, despite all
that has transpived, O'Malley fis
still Markets Commissioner. Poor
John will not let him go, He will not
let him be hauged.

Oh, they call him Hanging Johnny!
So heng, boye, hang!

Von Buelow 4

Field Marshal von Buelow’'s name
will always be associated with Ger-
many's desperate cffort to win the
World War in a single campaign—
an effort which broke down in the
First Battle of the Marne. He was
in command of the Second.German
I Army, which engaged, with the First
| and Third armies, in the great turn-
ing movement through Belgium,
During the greater part of this
movement he was also in command
of Von Kluck's First Army, which
| held the extreme German right. The
envelopment had been planned years
before by Count Schlieffen, It was
catried through without a hitch in
its first stages, owing to a faulty
concentration and faulty maneuver-
{ing on the part of the French., Tt

.wmg armies dvew near Paris and

southeast toward the valley of the
upper Seine.

Von Kluck resented his gubordina-
tion to Von Buelow and at the criti-
| cal moment of the swing away from
| Paris disregarded instructions from
the German General Staff. His too
rapid advance uncovered the German
right flank and rear to Manoury's
attack and made the strategic posi-
tion of the German armies exceed-
ingly difficult. The Germans were
beaten in the First Battle of the
Marne by their own blunders. Yon
Buelow couldn’t hold his own sgainst
Franchet d'Esperey’s Fifth French
Army. But Von Kluck’s failure to
obey instructions had already made
inevitable the German check and tha
retreat to the Aisne.

Von Buelow and Von Kluck have
fought out their differences at
length in their military memoirs,
Both were retired in 1915. They
had had their chance and missed it
—more through Von Moltke's short-
comings than their own. But few
soldiers ever had a greater chance.

How Many Unemployed?

Many Who Are Back at Werk In-

cluded in 5,700,000 Estimate
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: 1t is unfortunate that in the
published reports of the statement
made by Secretary of Labor Davis on
the number of unemployed in this
_Icauntr_\,r, 5,700,000, his explanatory
clauses were omitted, Ther= is no
doubt that thers is much ur mploy-
ment ot this time and that we are fae-
ing a severe winter on that aceount;
but I think all will agree ‘"at there is
no use in making il appear any larger
than it reslly is.

For instance, Secretary ‘Davis, in his
testimony, took pains to say that the
chief of the Bureau of Labor Statistics,
who furnished the figures, predicated
them upon the number at work during
the highest peak of employment in this
country, January, 1820, At that time,
as is well known, every man, woman
and child who could possibly be in-
fluenced by the highest wage ever of-
fered and by the patriotic slogan “We
| must produce, produce, produce to
save Europe!"” was dragged into the
factories.

As soon as the slump came the wom-
en and children went baek into the
homes which they never would have
left except under these extraordinary
circumstances, and the men went back
te the jobs that they had previously
held. I know of a locality in Connecti-
{ eut where three factories that are com-
pletely shut down now were largely
manned in 1920, when they were run-
ning full tilt, by workera drawn from
estates and farms, on which this year
they are back at work, much to the
( sratification of the owners of said es-
tates and farma,

This gituation is typical of conditions
all over the country, and that is why
when hundreds of thousands, if not
millions, of factory workers were laid
off last year no serious hardship fal-
lowed, Generally they went back to
their pre-war work, not at inflated hut
al living wages. But all such workers
|;\er|_ included in the 5,700,000 unem-
]"lug,er! computation made by Secretary
Davis,

Doubtless the President's fortheem-
ing conference on unemployment will
provide for scientific investigation of
|'this important part of the problem—its
|then‘ RALPH M, EASLEY,
New York, Aug. 31, 1921,

Voting Machlnes and Nerves
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir:  The tendency is growing to
vote for the individual according to
| his merit, rather than blindly for the

party. Consequently tickets are often
split.  But it is difficult to do this
when one stands hefore the vot- |

ing machine. One becomes nervous m'
making his choice, fearing lest he may
exceed his time,

New Jevsey tricd these machines, and |
onc municipality after snother cast|
them on the scrap heap. Now New !
York City is about to put hundreds of |
thousands of dellars in voting ma-
chines. TIs it not a big mistake, wast-

I'ing money that can be better used?
i JOHN K. JONES.
Metuchen, N, J,, Aug. 31, 19821,

An Alcoholic River
{¥rom The Boston Transeript)
| If all the beer said to be pouring
Inver the Canadian border were turned
| into the

St. Lawrence perhaps the |

| oean steamships could reach the Grest
Lakes without the aid of canals,

e —————————— _ NEW YORE TRIBUNE, FRIDAY, smpwmwu 2, 1921
' by scts. But befors that full' co fer's automobile, He believes 'all of | ration from his official position Poor
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WHEN THE LINERS LEAVE
Out of ‘the cluttered harbor,
Inte the stinging gale;
Borne on the wings of morning,
The long, lean liners sail.
Qut to the open ocean,
Silent and swift sad free;
Leaving behind the harbor,,
The wave-washed shore and me.

On till the sun has fallen,
Wrapped in the still of night;
Under a spangled kingdom,
Under & moon of white.
Creeping like great gray monsters,
Over g waveless plain;

Liulled by the lupping waters

The liners ride the main,

Back where the shipping lingers
Moored to each dock and quay,
Daily I hear the harhor

Echo the thoughts in me.

“0O liners, I am lonely,

And ye, who love to roam,
Forget ye not your harbor;

And liners, hasten home."

Out from some palm-fringed izland’
Plung near a lonely shore,

Where no man's foot has trodden,
The breakers romp and roar.

Swept from this rock-reefed fastness,
Over the moonlit sea,

Charged with a tang resistless,

A call has come to me.

It bida me rise and follow

Close in the liner's wake,

To choosa the paths they travel;
To take the ways they take;

To dare the unknown channels;
To foot unspaded sod;

Ty venture seas uncharted;

To wanquish strands untred.

The tang is in my nostrils,
The sea ia in my blood,
I see the sun-swept desert:
[ hear the seething floed.
Y« gods that rule the heavens;
Y¢ winds that ride the foam,
Come, churn the restleas billows
And blow the liners home.
NED ENGLAND.

“Well,” says Unele Abimelech Bo-
gardus, of Preakness, N. J., “is about
time America intervened in West Vir-
ginia,”

Sung by A. H, ¥.;

“Wa-a-ay down on the Mingo farm.”

“And why the Weat Virginia fuss?”
Seid little Petorkin,
“My child," said he, “it's hard ts tell,
But all agres they'rs raising & good
deal of disturbanee.”

Has anybody looked up the incomea
tax returns of the Man Around the
Corner?

Sing praise to the Oreator

Of this popular creation!
They have fixed the escalator
At the Park Place station!

'The government doesn't care if we
make 200 gallons of wine this year,
Put if we put it in the sole storape
opace remaining to us, our condition
is going to be lamentable.

Summer, B. D, points out, to our
vontinued humilistion, * continues to
linger in the lap of eviction,

Partial Vindieation
Tell Mrs, Gracchus, if you will,
The Ramapo is pleasant still.
The stream's the Poinpton, in the main,
From Singae up to Pompton Plain,
Above the lakes, in spots I know,
It's nice along the Ramapo,

LUcY.

Ok, Lucy, tell us, Do there atill
Grow hemlocks tall on Hemlock Hill?
Or have the Sunday picnie crew
Absconded with the foltage, too?

And Gaseline Is Still ﬁigh

WIDOW, respectable, white, nesds wash-
ing and cleaning badly; references if re-
quired.—Newnrk Evenlng News,

THEM WAS THE DAYS

Dear F. F. V.: Reverting back a con-
tury er two to Chicago and my gram-
raar school fingles, I seem not to re-
member any but the vulgar and un-
kind. I wonder why. Such as:
VWhat's your nama? Puddin' and tams,
Ank me again and I'll tell you the same.

Or this:

Green eye, plck a ple;
Turn around and tel a lle.
And this:

Green eye, gresdy gut,
Eut. all the world up,

And I was a nice littla girl, really,
M. 8. M,

" - »

Sir: Not the least sacred of the
ancient chanteys of our childhood ran:
T our family thers are ten
Greut big stout and lusty men,

And we love to see our dear old mother
work,

If it's only shovellng anow,

dJust 10 hear her puft nad blow.

How wé love 1o see our deur old mother
work.

A F. H,

" - "

Dear F.F. V.: We also recall s hymn
of our school days:

0 Lord of Love, look down from above
And pity us poor scholars.
We've hired a foul
Ta teach our school
And pald him forty dellars.
THE MURPHYS,

COMPANY—
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The Legion and the “Bonus”

To the Editor of The Tribune,

Sir; 1 well realize that much has
been said and written pro and con on
the subjeet of the incorrectly labeled
“bonus bill” and the support which
the .American Legion and many other
organizations have given it, end per-
haps I should have rested content to let
the representatives of these units do
their part where it is most needed.

The letter you published this morn-
ing from A. Rene Moen, however, can-
not pass unchallenged. Has your cor-
reapondent ever taken into considera-
tion the fact that the vast majority
of World War veterans did their work
—and the actual conditions of that
work need no recalling—for the mag-
nificent sum of §1 a day, while the
countlesa patriots who did war work
at home were insulted if asked to labor
or lopf, s the case may be, for lesa
than $10 a day?

Az a Legion member T say that we
sk no “bonus.” We ask only fair
piay. We a3k only what we sinceraly
think is right. Furthermore, why harp
on c¢ash compensation when other
equally pood alternatives are offered?
Is there no feeling that the one man in
twenty who wore 0. D. or Blue has
lost much, and that, entirely sside
from gratitude for a job well done, he
deserves the little he asks, eimnply as
‘bis birthright as sn American? Must
the uniformed mun know that while his
shoulder sweats at the cogs of the war
machinery, his countrymen ‘shall revel
in exorbitant wages, ideal workmx con-
ditionp and comforts?

We do not sk that the country suf-
fer under a burden of increased taxa-
tion to aceomplish our sims, for we are
sincere in our belief that they can be
reached without such stress. Does
your correspondent believe that the
Légion has as ita primary motive the
passing of the additional and adjuated
compensgation bill? Does he believe
that millions of veterans have banded
together on a graft hunt? If so, it is

high time that he brushed up his
knowledge on the subject, and there
are many places where he can obtain
such information far better than from
this humble effort of mine. If he cares
to study verious iasues of “The Legion
Weekly” from an unbiased point of
view he will doubtless learn much.

I almost feel that I owe your cor-
respondent sincere thanks that he can
at least appreciate the little we have
been able to do for our disabled bud-
dies. But at the same time I want to
impress upon him that we have accom-
plished far more than working on that
one igsue. As a random example I can
point to one Legion post which on
Memorial Day and for s short time
preceding it, tock over the work which
the G, A. R. veterans had been carry-
ing on, and made addresses in all the
schaols of the loeality to carry on the
apirit of Americanism to the younger
generation. The same post has done
much to help the work of the faltering
G. A. R. veterans. Another post has

cent spasm of robberies took place in
its vicinity, and they are to-day ready
to jump inte the breach once again.
Those who are at all lcqnninu:d with
the Legion in their own vicinity know
that it stands for the highest in Amer-
iean ideals. Despite A. Rene Moen's
contention that the right te hearty
support has been forfeited, the case
geems to be exactly the contrary,
and your e¢orrespondent will prob-
ably find that he stands alone among
the grest .American public. And
to go even further, if he believes that
the men who fought their way through
Belleau Woods, the Argonne or the
Hindenburg Line are unable to stand
on their own feet and show their country
that they are sincere and know what
the:, are about, without the support of
“the many who feel as he does,” then
it iz my contention that he has vat to
learn a great lesson. SILANU.
New York, Aug. 31, 1921.

On the Links in 1766
To the Editor of The Tribune,

Sir: The following quotation may
have a seasonable interest. It is fr~m
“The Expedition of Humphrey Clinker,”
published in 1771, the year of its
author's death,

Smollett's last visit to Edinburgh
was in 1766, and it ig probablse that his
description is of that date.

“In the fields called the links the
citizens of Edinburgh divert themaelves
at 8 game called golf, in which they

Sir: Iam putin mind of a choice bit
which my cronies and I were ACCUS-
temed to recite to our Democratic nd-'
| versaries at the tender gge of twelve, Jl

I'mamely:

Needlea and pina! |
Naudles and pins!
Forty nice Republicans.
Miees and ratal
Mice and ratas!
Forty dirty Democrata!

Ferhaps, however, wa knaw more
tlian some of the females whu casl the
vote nowadays! . Py B,

—_—

The debate aas to what city has the
greatest popalation leaves us entirely
unmoved. But if we could only dis-
cover which has the most flats to jet!

—
Tu market,to market, a booth there to
hire,
Home again, home again
Meyer.

Tell it to
F. F. V.

use g curious kind of bats, tipped with
horn, and small elastic balls of leather,
stuffed with feathers, rather less tkan
tennis balls, but of a much harder con-
sistence. These they strike with such

force and dexterity from one hole to!
j another that they will fiy to an in-

credible distance. Of this diversion
the Scots are so fond, that when the
westher will permit, you may see a
multitude of all ranks, from the sena-
tor of justice to the lowest tradesmen,
mingled .together in their shirts, and
following the balls with the utmest
eagerness, Among others, I was shown
one particular set of golfers, the
‘youngest of whom was turned of four-
seore. They were all gentlemen of in-
dependent fortuncs, who had amused
themselves with this pastime for the
best part of a century, without having
ever felt the least alarm from sickness
or disgust; and they never went to bed

b

without having each the best part of a
gallon of claret in his belly. Such un-
interrupted. exercige, codperating with
the keen wir from the sea, must, with-
out z!l doubt, keep the appetite always
on edge, and steel the constitution
against all the common attacks of dis-
temper.” V. CLARK DURANT.
Dopbs Farry, N. Y., Aug, 31, 1821,

Courteous Ecuadorians '
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: Having neticed in The Tribune
of July 8, 1921, a courteous editorial
preference to the mapner in which the
journals of Guayaquil, Ecuador, had
tieated the news during the visit to
that port of cur submarine fleet, and
finding it unusual that & New York
i paper should interest itseif and give
|\olea to kindly feelings for the people
of one eof our Latin-American neigh-
Lors, I sent a copy of The Tribune con-
taining the editorial to “El Telegrafo.”
That paper, in its issue of July 27,
1821, published the articls in full.

My ‘object in writing is to commend
your expression of appreciation for
the great effort of those people in
showing courtesy to our fieet. North
Americans  having close intergourse
with the people of E¢usdor find much
t: admire gnd form afectionate friend-
ehips among them. Therefors we “1-
‘tome any such expressions.

J. W HEIGER.

New York, Aug. 33, 1921,

furnished men as deputies when a re- |

Beware Women Pacifists

The Question of Admitting a2 Woman

Dsiegate to the Conference
To the Editor of The Tribune.

Sir: The controversy among the
women on the question of admitting
4 woman to the dizarmament eonfer-
ence is regrettable for more reasons
than one. It may be no bitterer disputa
than men are wont to engage in (with
more nonchalance, however), but the
issue is uf great importance,

Congresswoman Robertson estimated
correctly the dificulty of finding the
right woman for the place. There are
meny women of .~und and sane views,
but the word “disarmament” attracts s
[different sort—the radicals and pescs
| fanatics. Both men and women furnish
to-day some flagrant examples of the
kind of moral obliquity that makes no
distinction, in war, between the ag-
gressor and the defender. Logically
this is the whole story. Every civi™ ed
person condemns war as such, but every
rationz]l mind knows that war is not
an end in itself, but a product of other
| barbarities. In this connection ‘‘the
female of the spocies is more deadly
than the male'; in the minds of many
pucifi and womanliness appear to
fit one another, to the detriment of
common sense.

If a woman is to sit in the confer-
ence she must realize that the sim
is mot one-uided disarmament, but
chiefly the finding of some just way
to reduce the causes of war and svoid
the rivalries or aggressions that lead
to it. Pacifism, as we know it to-day,
is mot the remedy, and the pacifist
w.man has not the well-poised mind
necessary to & place among experienced
statesmen. The League of Woman
Voters, with its boast of non-partisan-
ship, is not the field in which to find
such a mind. The orgenization was
formed in good faith, no doubt, for
educational purpozes, but the delusion
of non-partisanship has attracted
every undesirable element smong
women voters, Mrs. Feickert, of New
Jersey, was unjustly censured for her
discovery and announcement of that
fact. Partisanshiip is not necessarily
narrow. Under our system any voter
can work more effectually through
party affiliations. It is a question of
fixed principles. An organization of
independent voters seems to ba im-
possible, or at least futile.

This is made manifest by the faet
that some women suggested by the
league as eligible for the conferance
were high in the eouncils of the Wom-
gn's Peace FParty before and during
the wer. It is not clearly understool
that this organization was e dangerous
agent of German prupagandu in war
time. The fact has been strenuously
denied, but any doubler has only to
discover a file of “The Four Lights."
the official organ of the Woman's Peaca
Party. 1 investigated thia publication
and exposed it, through the Vigilantes.
One feature was two parallel columns,
headed, “What Our Friends Say” and
“What Our Enemies Say.” The first
consisted of “militaristic” utterances
of the Allies; the otier of fine senti-
ments craftily put forth by the Ger-
mans. My own acquaintance with tha
paper was before we entercd the war;
after that 1 believe it was quietly
stopped. It had te be. My conclusion is
that no woman who had any connection

ol

with the Woman's Pesce Party should
sit in this worlé-important confersmee,
and I appiaud Misz Robertson's sturdy,
common rense.

MARION COUTHOUY SMITH. |

East Orange, N. J., Aug. 80, 1020 vl




